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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 2-11 are presented for examination. Claim 1 has been cancelled. Claim 
1 1 is new. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of Group II invention that includes claims 2- 
10 and newly added claim 11, and cancellation of Group I invention that includes claim 
1, in the reply filed on 1 1/12/04 is acknowledged. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/12/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, rejection of claims 2-10 is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (1) "The examiner has rejected the claims under 35 USC 102(e) 
as anticipated by the U.S. Patent 6,496,948, the U.S. Patent 6,571,283, the U.S. Patent 
6.567.767, and the U.S. Patent 6,691,259, and the Applicants would indicate that it is not 
proper and suitable to reject Applicants' claims on the basis of commonly owned prior 
patents". The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. 35 
USC 102 (e) clearly states the following: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 

. ^ another filed in the United. States before the invention_by„the applicant for_patent^^ 

on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international ap^jlication designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

Since, the inventors of this application (09/813,668) are not the same as of the 
patients, U.S. Patent 6,496,948, the U.S. Patent 6,571,283, the U.S. Patent 6.567.767, and 
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the U.S. Patent 6,691,259, the rejection of the claims imder 35 USC 102(e) as anticipated 
by the U.S. Patent 6,496,948, the U.S. Patent 6,571,283, the U.S. Patent 6.567.767, and 
the U.S. Patent 6,691,259 is proper. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (2) "the copending applications 09/813667 and 09/813671 
disclose claimed limitations of the claims rejected under the first paragraph of 35 USC 
1 12 (office action 8/12/2004). The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to 
appUcant's arguments. Examiner has reviewed the specifications (09/813,668, 09/813667 
and 09/813671) and could not find support for the limitations, " application that processes 
16-bit or MS-DOS programs , accumulating the number of User-Type users for 
application categorized as Super-Heavy Users , adding up the number of User-Type Users 
into the Heavy category, eliminating application involving a Heavy processing 
background , sorting-out and eUminating those applications which involve Heavy- 
background processing , selecting those User-types whose typing speed is slower than 45 
words/minute", as claimed. Applicant is requested to cite the locations in the 
specification for each of the rejected claimed limitations. Therefore, the rejection is 
maintained. 

Claim Objections 

4 . Claim IT is obj ected to because of the 

Claim 1 1 mentions, "means to", which is incorrect. It should be "means for". 
Also limitations, "store (30) the number", is incorrect. It should be "store the number". 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Application/Control Number: 09/8 1 3 ,668 Pag 
Art Unit: 2154 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention, 

5. Claims 2-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art to use and/or make the invention. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement additional limitations, "profile is developed for users as input to a 
Solution Configurator algorithm for developing an optimized solution for a network of 
one or more Server Farms and associated modules most suitable", "utilizing a benchmark 
normal heavy value", "add a weight", "inputting said 200% weighted values to said 
Solution Configurator algorithm", as cited in claim 2. The specification, page 27, lines 
14-15, clearly state, " a user weighted as Super Heavy could be 200% of a benchmark 
user ". 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement additional limitations, "configuration for one or more Server 
Farms", "profile is developed for users as input to a Solution Configurator algorithm for 
developing an optimized solution for a network of one or more Server Farms and 
associated modules most suitable", "each of said Server Farms", "utilizing a benchmark 
normal heavy value", "to give a weight", "inputting said 100% of heavy weighted values 
. to said Solution Configurator algorithm", as cited in claim 3. 
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The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement additional Hmitations, "profile is developed for users as input to a 
Solution Configurator algorithm for developing an optimized solution for a network of 
one or more Server Farms and associated modules most suitable", "utilizing a weight 
factor of 100% to establish a value for said users", "inputting said Heavy category weight 
value to said Solution Configurator algorithm", as cited in claim 4. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "profile is developed for users as input to a Solution 
Configurator algorithm for developing an optimized solution for a network of one or 
more Server Farms and associated modules most suitable", "utilizing a weight factor of 
50% to establish a value for said users", "inputting said Light category weight value to 
said Solution Configurator algorithm", as cited in claim 5. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "applying a 100% weight factor for said Heavy 
users", as cited in claim 6. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "applying a weight factor of 67% value for each said 
Medium user category", as cited in claim 7. 

The specification does not contain subj ect matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "applying a 100% weight factor to said Heavy 
category total", as cited in claim 8. 
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The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "utiHzing a 100% weight factor value to the number 
of Heavy category User-type Users", "each Server Farm", as cited in claim 9. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "assigning a 67% weight value to said Medium 
category Users", "each Server Farm", as cited in claim 10. 

The specification does not contain subject matter containing any software or 
hardware to implement limitations, "deriving a proposed base solution of Servers and 
Server Farms at one or more sites with their supporting apparatus to support a proposed 
configuration", "the specific requirements of a specific customer", "format customer 
profile data in a configuration database template", "store the number of Servers for 
utilization and their availability levels", "store applications into an optimization 
configuration program", "Server Farms tailored to a customer", "designate each User of 
each application in each Server Farm", "the exact number of Light users", "series of 
weighted values for each user category which weight", "establishing the appropriate 
number of Servers", "apparatus for each site and each Server Farm", "final solution 
information suitable for generating an optimized configuration report via said Solution 
Configurator algorithm", as cited in claim 11. 

The specification is objected to because it does not contain subject matter 
containing any software or hardware to implement, " application that processes 16-bit or 
MS-DOS programs , accumulating the number of User-Type users for application 
categorized as Super-Heavy Users , adding up the number of User-Type Users into the 
Heavy category, eliminating application involving a Heavy processing background . 
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sorting-out and eliminating those applications which involve Heavy-background 
processing , selecting those User-types whose tvping speed is slower than 45 
words/minute", as rejected in the office action dated 8/12/2004. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention, 

6. Claims 2-1 1 are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the arnended limitations, " said Server Farm", "tiie Applications", 
" said total number of super-heavy users", "said 200% weighted values". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple Server Farms 
exist in the claim, it is not clear which Server Farm is referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 3 recites the limitations, " said Server Farms", "said heavy users", "said 
100% of heavy weighted values". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. Since, multiple Server Farms exist in the claim, it is not clear 
which Server Farms are referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 4 recites the limitations, " said Server Farm", " said users", " said Heavy 
category", " said Heavy category weight value". There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. Since, multiple Server Farms and users exist in the claim, it 
is not clear which Server Farm and users are referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 5 recites the limitations, "said Server Farm", " said users", " said Light 
category weight value". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
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claim. Since, multiple Server Farms and users exist in the claim, it is not clear which 
Server Farm and users are referred by theses limitations. 

Claim 6 recites the limitations, " said Heavy users". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitations, " said Medium user category". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 8 recites the limitations, "said Heavy category total". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 9 recites the limitations, "Ae number of Heavy category User-type Users". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 10 recites the limitations, "said Medium category Users". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitations, "the specific requirements of a specific 
customer", "tiie number of Servers for utilization", "the attributes", " said means", "the 
exact number of Light users", " said Server Farm", "the appropriate number of Servers". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
- 7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 



Application/Control Number: 09/8 1 3,668 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2154 

international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 2-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Smorodinsky, UNISYS, 6,496,948 (Hereinafter Smorodinsky-UNISYS). 

9. As per claim 2, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the following: 

in a Thin Client Sizing Tool (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - coL, 5, line 34, col., 3, lines 14 
- 34) for configuring an Optimal Server Farm or multiple Server Farms for a customer- 
enterprise (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), wherein a client- 
customer profile (e.g., figure 3) is developed for users as input to a Solution Configurator 
algorithm (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34) for developing an optimized solution for a network 
of one or more Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18 - 28) and associated modules (e.g., 
col., 5, lines 18-28) most suitable for said client-customer needs (e.g., table 1, col., 9), a 
method (e.g., abstract) for utilizing data as to specific User-weight categories (e.g., col., 
8, lines 22 - 36) for each User-Type involved with each specific Application (e.g., figure 
1) in said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), comprising the steps 
of: 

selecting each Application (e.g., figure 1) in each said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 
2 and 5, col, 5, lines 16 - 28) which processes 16-bit or MS-DOS programs (e.g. figures 
1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), 

" accumulating the number of User-Type Users for each Application categorized as 
Super-Heavy Users of that Application (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67); 

checking to find if more Applications are involved (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, 
lines 16 -28), 
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accumulating the number of User-Type Users who utilize each of the 
Applications as a Super-Heavy user (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

totaling the number of User-Type Users who are Super-Heavy users (e.g., figure 
4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to add a weight of 200% for 
said total number of super-heavy users (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

inputting said 200% weighted values to said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., coL, 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

10. As per claim 3, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claim 2. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each Application having a "Heavy" processing background (e.g., figure 
4, col, 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to give a weight of 100% to 
said heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 
3, line 43). 

11. As per claim 4, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2 and 3. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each application in said Server Farm which is utilized by a User-Type 
User (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

elminating each Application involving a Heavy processing background (e.g., 
figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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utilizing a weight factor of 100% to establish a value for said users of said Heavy 
category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, 
line 43). 

12. As per claim 5, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-4. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

sorting-out and eliminating those Applications which are graphic-based or 
animated (e.g., figure 3, col., 10, lines 50 - 60), 

utilizing a weight factor of 50% to establish a value for said users of the Light 
usage category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - 
col., 3, line 43). 

13. As per claim 6, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-5. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

accumulating the total number of User-Type "Heavy" Users utilizing each and 
every Application and applying a 100% weight factor for said Heavy users (e.g., col., 5, 
lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

14. As per claim 7, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the hmitations rejected under 
claims 2-6. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting those User-Types whose typing speed is slower than 45 words/minute 
(e.g., figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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adding-up the number of User-Type Users utilizing said Applications as a 
"Medium" user category (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55), 

accumulating the total number of Users in the Medium user category and applying 
a weight factor of 67% value for each said Medium user category (e.g., coL, 5, lines 6 - 

14. table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

15. As per claim 8, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-7. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding-up the number of such User-Type Users to the Heavy category total and 
applying a 100% weight factor to said Heavy category total (e.g., coL, 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 
- 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 
9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

16. As per claim 9, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-8. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users to the Heavy category and applying a 



Titilizirig a 1 00% weight factor vMue to the numb^ef of ^H^^ category User-type Users" 
(e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., coL, 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 
9, col., 2, line 61 - col, 3, line 43). 
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17. As per claim 10, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-9, Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users using each Application into the "Medium" 
. category and assigning a 67% weight value to said Medium category Users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Medium category for each and 
every one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6-14, table 1, 
col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

18. As per claim 11, Smorodinsky-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-10. Smorodinsky-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

a system for deriving a proposed base solution (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 
34, col, 3, lines 14 - 34) of Servers and Server Farms (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 
61 - col., 3, line 43) at one or more sites with their supporting apparatus (e.g. figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43) to support a proposed configuration, via a 
Solution Configurator algorithm (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34), adequate to handle the 
specific requirements of a specific customer's enterprise (e.g., table 1, col., 9, figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28) comprising: 

means to format customer profile data in a configuration database template (e.g. 
figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), 

means to store benchmark information and characteristics of Servers in a Server 
information database (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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means to store (30) the number of Servers for utilization and their availability 
levels (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

means to store the attributes of User-types and applications into an optimization 
configuration program (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 7, lines 36 - 58), for developing an 
optimized configuration of Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 1 8 - 28) tailored to a 
customer's profile (e.g., figure 3) said means including: 

means to designate each User of each Application in each Server Farm as a Light, 
Medium, Heavy or Super-heavy user (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means to accumulate data as to the exact number of Light users, Medium users, 
Heavy users and Super-heavy users for each said Server Farm (e.g., coL, 5, lines 8-15, 
col, 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means for utilizing a series of weighted values (e.g., col. ,8, lines 22 - 37) for each 
user category w^hich weight values include 100% for Heavy users (e.g., col, 7, lines 8 - 
15), 67% for Medium users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 65), 50% for Light users (e.g., coL, 7, 
lines 35 - 65, table, 1, col., 9), and 200% for Super- heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 
65, table, l,col., 9), 

means to calculate a base solution (e.g., col., 8, lines 51 - 65) for establishing the 
appropriate number of Servers and associated support apparatus for each site and each 
Server Farm (e.g., coL, 5, lines 16 — 26); 

means to store final solution information suitable (e.g., col., 9, lines 25 - 46) for 
generating an optimized configuration report via said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34). 



Application/Control Number: 09/813,668 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2154 

19. Claims 2-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Smorodinsky 6,571,283, UNISYS (Hereinafter Smorodinsky2-UNISYS). 

20. As per claim 2, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the following: 

in a Thin Client Sizing Tool (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 34, col., 3, lines 14 
- 34) for configuring an Optimal Server Farm or multiple Server Farms for a customer- 
enterprise (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), wherein a client- 
customer profile (e.g., figure 3) is developed for users as input to a Solution Configurator 
algorithm (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34) for developing an optimized solution for a network 
of one or more Server Farms (e.g., col, 5, lines 18-28) and associated modules (e.g., 
col., 5, lines 18-28) most suitable for said client-customer needs (e.g., table 1, col., 9), a 
method (e.g., abstract) for utilizing data as to specific User-weight categories (e.g., col., 
8, lines 22 - 36) for each User-Type involved with each specific Application (e.g., figure 
1) in said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), comprising the steps 
of: 

selecting each Application (e.g., figure 1) in each said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 
2 and 5, coL, 5, lines 16-28) which processes 16-bit or MS-DOS programs (e.g. figures 
1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users for each Application categorized as 
Super-Heavy Users of that Application (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67); 

checking to find if more Applications are involved (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, 
lines 16-28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users who utilize each of the 
Applications as a Super-Heavy user (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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totaling the number of User-Type Users who are Super-Heavy users (e.g., figure 
4, col, 7, lines 34 - 67% 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to add a weight of 200% for 
said total number of super-heavy users (e.g., figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 

inputting said 200% weighted values to said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

21. As per claim 3, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected imder 
claim 2. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each Application having a "Heavy" processing background (e.g., figure 
4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to give a weight of 100% to 
said heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 
3, line 43). 

22. As per claim 4, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2 and 3. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each application in said Server Farm which is utilized by a User-Type 
User (e.g., figure 4, col., 7,4ines 34 - 67), 

elminating each Application involving a Heavy processing background (e.g., 
figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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Utilizing a weight factor of 100% to establish a value for said users of said Heavy 
category (e.g., col, 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, 
line 43). 

23. As per claim 5, Smorodinsky2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-4. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

sorting-out and eliminating those Applications which are graphic-based or 
animated (e.g., figure 3, col., 10, lines 50 - 60), 

utilizing a weight factor of 50% to establish a value for said users of the Light 
usage category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - 
col., 3, line 43). 

24. As per claim 6, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-5. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

accumulating the total number of User-Type "Heavy" Users utilizing each and 
every Application and applying a 100% weight factor for said Heavy users (e.g., col., 5, 
lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

25. ~ As per claim 7, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-6. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting those User-Types whose typing speed is slower than 45 words/minute 
(e.g., figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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adding-up the number of User-Type Users utilizing said Applications as a 
"Medium" user category (e.g., coL, 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55), 

accumulating the total number of Users in the Medium user category and applying 
a weight factor of 67% value for each said Medium user category (e.g., coL, 5, lines 6 - 
14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

26. As per claim 8, Smorodinsky2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-7. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding-up the number of such User-Type Users to the Heavy category total and 
applying a 100% weight factor to said Heavy category total (e.g., coL, 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 
- 55, table 1, col, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the AppHcations used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 
9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

27. As per claim 9, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-8. Smorodinsky2 -UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users to the Heavy category and applying a 
utilizing a 1 00% weight factor value to the number of Heavy category User-type Users 
(e.g., col, 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col, 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6-14, table 1, col., 
9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 
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28. As per claim 10, Smorodinsky2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-9. Smorodinsky2-lJNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users using each Application into the "Medium" 
category and assigning a 67% weight value to said Medium category Users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - coL, 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Medium category for each and 
every one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6-14, table 1, 
col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

29. As per claim 11, Smorodinsky2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under 
claims 2-10. Smorodinsky2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

a system for deriving a proposed base solution (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 
34, col., 3, lines 14 - 34) of Servers and Server Farms (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 
61 - col, 3, line 43) at one or more sites with their supporting apparatus (e.g. figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43) to support a proposed configuration, via a 
Solution Configurator algorithm (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34), adequate to handle the 
specific requirements of a specific customer's enterprise (e.g., table 1, col., 9, figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28) comprising: 

means to format customer profile data in a configuration database template (e.g. 
figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), 

means to store benchmark information and characteristics of Servers in a Server 
information database (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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means to store (30) the number of Servers for utilization and their availability 
levels (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, col, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

means to store the attributes of User-types and applications into an optimization 
configuration program (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 7, lines 36 - 58), for developing an 
optimized configuration of Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18 - 28) tailored to a 
customer's profile (e.g., figure 3) said means including: 

means to designate each User of each Application in each Server Farm as a Light, 
Medium, Heavy or Super-heavy user (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means to accumulate data as to the exact number of Light users. Medium users. 
Heavy users and Super-heavy users for each said Server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, 
col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means for utilizing a series of weighted values (e.g., col. ,8, lines 22 - 37) for each 
user category vi^hich weight values include 100% for Heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 8 - 
15), 67% for Medium users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 65), 50% for Light users (e.g., col, 7, 
lines 35 - 65, table, 1, col., 9), and 200% for Super- heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 
65, table, 1, col., 9), 

means to calculate a base solution (e.g., col., 8, lines 51 - 65) for establishing the 
appropriate number of Servers and associated support apparatus for each site and each 
Server Farm (e.g., , col., 5, lines 16- 26); - 

means to store final solution information suitable (e.g., coL, 9, lines 25 - 46) for 
generating an optimized configuration report via said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34). 
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30. Claims 2-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mackey 
et al. 6,567,767, UNISYS (Hereinafter Mackey-UNISYS). 

31, As per claim 2, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the following: 

in a Thin Client Sizing Tool (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - coL, 5, line 34, cel., 3, lines 14 
- 34) for configuring an Optimal Server Farm or multiple Server Farms for a customer- 
enterprise (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), wherein a client- 
customer profile (e.g., figure 3) is developed for users as input to a Solution Configurator 
algorithm (e.g., coL, 3, lines 8 - 34) for developing an optimized solution for a network 
of one or more Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18-28) and associated modules (e.g., 
col., 5, lines 18-28) most suitable for said client-customer needs (e.g., table 1, col, 9), a 
method (e.g., abstract) for utilizing data as to specific User-weight categories (e.g., col., 
8, lines 22 - 36) for each User-Type involved with each specific Application (e.g., figure 
1) in said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), comprising the steps 
of: 

selecting each Application (e.g., figure 1) in each said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 
2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28) which processes 16-bit or MS-DOS programs (e.g. figures 
1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users for each Application categorized as 
Super-Heavy Users of that Application (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67); 

checking to find if more Applications are involved (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, 
lines 16-28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users who utilize each of the 
Applications as a Super-Heavy user (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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totaling the number of User-Type Users who are Super-Heavy users (e.g., figure 
4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to add a weight of 200% for 
said total number of super-heavy users (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

inputting said 200% weighted values to said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

32. As per claim 3, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claim 2. 
Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each Application having a "Heavy" processing background (e.g., figure 
4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to give a weight of 100% to 
said heavy users (e.g., coL, 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 
3, line 43). 

33. As per claim 4, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 2 
and 3. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each application in said Server Farm which is utilized by a User-Type 
User (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

elminating each Application involving a Heavy processing background (e.g., 
figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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utilizing a weight factor of 100% to establish a value for said users of said Heavy 
category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col, 9, col, 2, line 61 - coL, 3, 
line 43). 

34. As per claim 5, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 2- 

4. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

sorting-out and eliminating those Applications which are graphic-based or 
animated (e.g., figure 3, col., 10, lines 50 - 60), 

utilizing a weight factor of 50% to establish a value for said users of the Light 
usage category (e.g., col, 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - 
col, 3, line 43). 

35. As per claim 6, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected imder claims 2- 

5. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

accumulating the total number of User-Type "Heavy" Users utilizing each and 
every Application and applying a 100% weight factor for said Heavy users (e.g., col., 5, 
lines 6 - 14, table 1, coL, 9, table 1, col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

36. - As per claim ?, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under c^^^^ 

6. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting those User-Types whose typing speed is slower than 45 words/minute 
(e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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adding-up the number of User-Type Users utilizing said Applications as a 
"Medium" user category (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55), 

accumulating the total number of Users in the Medium user category and applying 
a weight factor of 67% value for each said Medium user category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 
14, table 1, col, 9, table 1, col., 9, col, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

37. As per claim 8, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 2- 

7. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding-up the number of such User-Type Users to the Heavy category total and 
applying a 100% weight factor to said Heavy category total (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 
- 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total nimiber of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6-14, table 1, coL, 
9, col, 2, line 61 - col, 3, line 43). 

38. As per claim 9, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 2- 

8. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users to the Heavy category and applying a 
utilizing a 100% weight factor value to the number of Heavy category User-type Users 
(e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col, 

9. coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 



Application/Control Number: 09/813,668 



Art Unit: 2154 



Page 25 



39. As per claim 10, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-9. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users using each Application into the "Medium" 
category and assigning a 67% weight value to said Medium category Users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Medium category for each and 
every one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, 
col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

40. As per claim 11, Mackey-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-10. Mackey-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

a system for deriving a proposed base solution (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - coL, 5, line 
34, col., 3, lines 14 - 34) of Servers and Server Farms (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, coL, 2, line 
61 - col., 3, line 43) at one or more sites with their supporting apparatus (e.g. figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43) to support a proposed configuration, via a 
Solution Configurator algorithm (e.g., coL, 3, lines 8 - 34), adequate to handle the 
specific requirements of a specific customer's enterprise (e.g., table 1, col., 9, figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 5, lines 16 -- 28) comprising: 

means to format customer profile data in a configuration database template (e.g. 
figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), 

means to store benchmark information and characteristics of Servers in a Server 
information database (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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means to store (30) the number of Servers for utilization and their availability 
levels (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

means to store the attributes of User-types and applications into an optimization 
configuration program (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 7, lines 36 - 58), for developing an 
optimized configuration of Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18 - 28) tailored to a 
customer's profile (e.g., figure 3) said means including: 

means to designate each User of each Application in each Server Farm as a Light, 
Medium, Heavy or Super-heavy user (e.g., coL, 5, lines 8-15, col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means to accumulate data as to the exact number of Light users. Medium users, 
Heavy users and Super-heavy users for each said Server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, 
col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means for utilizing a series of weighted values (e.g., col.,8, lines 22 - 37) for each 
user category which weight values include 100% for Heavy users (e.g., col, 7, lines 8 - 
15), 67% for Medium users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 65), 50% for Light users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 35 - 65, table, 1, col., 9), and 200% for Super- heavy users (e.g., coL, 7, lines 35 - 
65, table, l,col., 9), 

means to calculate a base solution (e.g., col., 8, lines 51 - 65) for establishing the 
appropriate number of Servers and associated support apparatus for each site and each 
Server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 16 - 26); 

means to store final solution information suitable (e.g., col., 9, lines 25 - 46) for 
generating an optimized configuration report via said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34). 
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41. Claims 2-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Mackey 
et ai. 6,691 ,259 (Hereinafter Mackey2-UNIS YS). 

42. As per claim 2, Mackey2-UNISYS teaches the following: 

in a Thin Client Sizing Tool (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 34, col., 3, lines 14 
- 34) for configuring an Optimal Server Farm or multiple Server Farms for a customer- 
enterprise (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 61 - coL, 2, line 43), wherein a client- 
customer profile (e.g., figure 3) is developed for users as input to a Solution Configurator 
algorithm (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34) for developing an optimized solution for a network 
of one or more Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18-28) and associated modules (e.g., 
col., 5, lines 18 - 28) most suitable for said client-customer needs (e.g., table 1, col., 9), a 
method (e.g., abstract) for utilizing data as to specific User-weight categories (e.g., col., 
8, lines 22 - 36) for each User-Type involved vsdth each specific Application (e.g., figure 
1) in said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), comprising the steps 
of: 

selecting each Application (e.g., figure 1) in each said Server Farm (e.g. figures 1, 
2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28) which processes 16-bit or MS-DOS programs (e.g. figures 
1, 2 and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users for each Application categorized as 
Super-Heavy Users of that AppHcation (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67); 

checking to find if more Applications are involved (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 5, 
lines 16-28), 

accumulating the number of User-Type Users who utilize each of the 
Applications as a Super-Heavy user (e.g., figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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totaling the number of User-Type Users who are Super-Heavy users (e.g., figure 
4, col, 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to add a weight of 200% for 
said total number of super-heavy users (e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 

inputting said 200% weighted values to said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

43. As per claim 3, Mackey2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claim 2. 
Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each Application having a "Heavy" processing background (e.g., figure 
4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 

utilizing a benchmark normal heavy value of 100% to give a weight of 100% to 
said heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 
3, line 43). 

44. As per claim 4, Mackey2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected imder claims 2 
and 3. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting each application in said Server Farm which is utilized by a User-Type 
User (e.g., figure 4, col, 7, lines 34 - 67), " 

elminating each Application involving a Heavy processing background (e.g., 
figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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utilizing a weight factor of 100% to establish a value for said users of said Heavy 
category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, 
line 43). 

45. As per claim 5, Mackey2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-4. Mackey2 -UNISYS also teaches the following: 

sorting-out and eliminating those Applications which are graphic-based or 
animated (e.g., figure 3, col, 10, lines 50 - 60), 

utilizing a weight factor of 50% to establish a value for said users of the Light 
usage category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, coL, 9, table 1, coL, 9, col., 2, line 61 - 
col., 3, line 43). 

46. As per claim 6, Mackey2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-5. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

accumulating the total number of User-Type "Heavy" Users utilizing each and 
every Application and applying a 100% weight factor for said Heavy users (e.g., col., 5, 
lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col, 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

47. As per claim 7, Mackey2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-6. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

selecting those User-Types whose typing speed is slower than 45 words/minute 
(e.g., figure 4, col., 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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adding-up the number of User-Type Users utilizing said Applications as a 
"Medium" user category (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55), 

accumulating the total number of Users in the Medium user category and applying 
a weight factor of 67% value for each said Medium user category (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 
14, table 1, col., 9, table 1, col., 9, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

48. As per claim 8, Mackey2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-7. Mackey2-UNIS YS also teaches the following: 

adding-up the number of such User-Type Users to the Heavy category total and 
applying a 100% weight factor to said Heavy category total (e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 
- 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col, 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 
9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 

49. As per claim 9, Mackey2 -UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-8. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the nuriiber of User-Type Users to the Heavy category and applying a 
utilizing a 100% weight factor value to the number of Heavy category User-type Users 
(e.g., col., 7, lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col, 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Heavy category for each and every 
one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6 - 14, table 1, col., 
9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43). 
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50. As per claim 10, Mackey2-UNISYS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-9. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

adding the number of User-Type Users using each Application into the "Medium" 
category and assigning a 67% weight value to said Medium category Users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 6 - 14, 35 - 55, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - col., 3, line 43), 

accumulating the total number of Users of the Medium category for each and 
every one of the Applications used in each server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 6-14, table 1, 
col., 9, col, 2, line 61 - col, 3, line 43). 

51. As per claim 1 1 , Mackey2-UNIS YS teaches the limitations rejected under claims 
2-10. Mackey2-UNISYS also teaches the following: 

a system for deriving a proposed base solution (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 
34, col., 3, lines 14-34) of Servers and Server Farms (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 2, line 
61 - col., 3, line 43) at one or more sites with their supporting apparatus (e.g. figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43) to support a proposed configuration, via a 
Solution Configurator algorithm (e.g., coL, 3, lines 8 - 34), adequate to handle the 
specific requirements of a specific customer's enterprise (e.g., table 1, col., 9, figures 1, 2 
and 5, col., 5, lines 16 - 28) comprising: 

means to format customer profile data in a configuration database template (e.g. 
figures 1, 2 and 5, coL, 2, line 61 - col., 2, line 43), 

means to store benchmark information and characteristics of Servers in a Server 
information database (e.g., figure 4, coL, 7, lines 34 - 67), 
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means to store (30) the number of Servers for utilization and their availability 
levels (e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34, table 1, col., 9, col., 2, line 61 - coL, 3, line 43), 

means to store the attributes of User-types and applications into an optimization 
configuration program (e.g. figures 1, 2 and 5, col., 7, lines 36 - 58), for developing an 
optimized configuration of Server Farms (e.g., col., 5, lines 18 - 28) tailored to a 
customer's profile (e.g., figure 3) said means including: 

means to designate each User of each Application in each Server Farm as a Light, 
Medium, Heavy or Super-heavy user (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, col, 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means to accumulate data as to the exact nvmiber of Light users, Medium users. 
Heavy users and Super-heavy users for each said Server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-15, 
col., 7, lines 8 - 34); 

means for utilizing a series of weighted values (e.g., col. ,8, lines 22 - 37) for each 
user category which weight values include 100% for Heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 8 - 
15), 67% for Medium users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 65), 50% for Light users (e.g., col., 7, 
lines 35 - 65, table, 1, col, 9), and 200% for Super- heavy users (e.g., col., 7, lines 35 - 
65, table, l,col., 9), 

means to calculate a base solution (e.g., col., 8, lines 51-65) for estabUshing the 
appropriate number of Servers and associated support apparatus for each site and each 
Server Farm (e.g., col., 5, lines 16 - 26); 

means to store final solution information suitable (e.g., col., 9, lines 25 - 46) for 
generating an optimized configuration report via said Solution Configurator algorithm 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 8 - 34). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided IDS cited 
arts) and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 
10:00 am to 8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by-telephone are unsuccessM, the examiner' s 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel 
April 28, 2005 




